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realized the inadequacy of public opinion. For the machinery
of government, he approved rather of functional than ter-
ritorial representation. By his approval of representation he
freed himself of the exaggerated individualism of Rousseau,
and by his insistence on the partial autonomy of corporations
and associations for special interests he admitted the great
complexity of social organization and the importance of the
factor of knowledge and information in the creation of law.
It is completely false to suppose, as Rousseau did, that there
is only one unselfish will, the general will. On the contrary,
there is hardly any purely selfish will. Even the pursuit of
riches, though it may start by selfish motive, leads a man into
co-operation, and soon the 'business5, its permanence and its
success, becomes as strong as the motive of pure selfish gain.
Socialism may attract a person from the lowest motives of envy
and the desire to possess what others have got, but no one who
has read the history of the movement will doubt that idealistic
motives, and even the love of a fight, will throw sordid gain
into the background. Almost every action which man performs
makes him transcend the limits of his own abstract individuality.
But still the question remains: does this transcendence of the
particular mean an approach to the universality which is
characteristic of right and just action? And here Rousseau
seems to have been wiser than Hegel. The reason why he
condemned organized interests within the State was because
he saw that their partial universality had no relation to what he
thought was the true universality, the universality of the State.
In a sense there is nothing more immoral than a trust or a
trade-union. They exist solely for a definite purpose, and it is
generally in order to oppose another definite interest. The
mere fact that a man who belongs to them is working for a
common interest and not for himself removes the taint of selfish-
ness; h&feeh morally justified in helping them to act in what
may be an unjust fashion. It is difficult to make a corporation
responsible for its injustice, whereas an individual may be put
in prison. The interests of the individual resemble the interests
of the State more closely than the interests of intermediate groups